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RG104 E-1 Box 144 Feb-Mar 1887 
Treasury Department, 
BOREAU OF THE MIN'T, 
Nashingten, Of, o Mareh 24 P ISS 7. 


Sir: 


Since my note of the 22d, following a visit of Representative 
/ 


Randall and his protest in your name against a new clause in the 
regulations for the mints and assay offices, Art .22,Sec.2, I have 
considered the matter more fully, and have conferred on the sub- 
-jJect with the Acting Secretary. 

The section referred to was supposed to naturally fol- 
-low from Section 3504 of the Revised Statutes, and with what 
force could be given to any law by implication. A similar 
provision is made in the "General Regulations under the Customs 
and Navigation Laws of the United States",1884, p.547, which 
reads as follows: 

"Art. 1369. Subordinate officers of customs are removable 
by the Secretary of the Treasury for cause. 

“Aes Way. The names of subordinate officers whose removal 
is deemed necessary or proper are to be reported to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with a full statement of the causes determining 
the removal. 

WARS. US Tiles In eases of urgency, a subordinate may be sus- 
-~pended from duty and pay, pending the action of the Secretary of 
the Treasury upon the recommendation for his removal." 

As a matter of fact, the new section objected to is an 


expression of the practice of this Bureau since its organization. 


On reviewing the action of this Bureau in such matters as would 


come under this section J] find that,while no question has arisen 
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in the case of the Mint at Philadelphia, numerous cases have 
arisen with the other institutions. Some of these cases are 


familiar to Mr.Randall. In one or two instances the question 


was raised by Mr.Randall himself, and the prerogative now in 
question exercised at his instance, 

It seems to be a fact that the law in all such matters 
is silent; and it seems to be equally clear that by implication 
the law reposes the power of dismissal wherever it reposes the 
power of appointment. | 

I am not anxious at all to extend the funetions of the 
Bureau in the matter of dismissals and appointments,as action can 
-not be taken intelligently by the Director as to the merits or 
demerits of most cases. In one or two cases,however, since 
entering upon the duties of this office, I have found the good of 
the service required the exercise of discretion in the case of 
removals proposed, no question at the time having been raised as 
to authority in the matter. 

In urging any objection whieh seems to be strong in the 
ease of yourself personally,or in the ease of your mint, I beg 
you will consider that the other institutions have to be provided 
for,small as well as large. 


ni consider the whole question open until I have had an 
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opportunity to discuss it further with you and with others. 
Very la ara 
im 
Hon.Daniel M.Fox, 
Superintendent U.S.Mint, 


Philadelphia. 
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[Abstract:] Relative to visit of Representative Randall & his protest... 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
March 24, 1887 


Sir: 


Since my note of the 22d, following a visit of Representative Randall and his protest in 
your name against a new clause in the regulations for the mints and assay offices, Art. 22, Sec. 2, 
I have considered the matter more fully, and have conferred on the subject with the Acting 
Secretary. 


The section referred to was supposed to naturally follow from Section 3504 of the 
Revised Statutes, and with what force could be given to any law by implication. A similar 
provision is made in the “General Regulations under the Customs and Navigation Laws of the 
United States”, 1884, p. 547, which reads as follows: 


“Art. 1369. Subordinate officers of customs are removable by the Secretary of the 
Treasury for cause. 


“Art. 1370. The names of subordinate officers whose removal is deemed necessary or 
proper are to be reported to the Secretary of the Treasury, with a full statement of the causes 
determining the removal. 


“Art. 1371. In cases of urgency, a subordinate may be suspended from duty and pay, 
pending the action of the Secretary of the Treasury upon the recommendation for his removal.” 


As a matter of fact, the new section objected to is an expression of the practice of this 
Bureau since its organization. On reviewing the action of this Bureau in such matters as would 
come under this section I find that, while no question has arisen in the case of the Mint at 
Philadelphia, numerous cases have arisen with other institutions. Some of these cases are 
familiar to Mr. Randall. In one or two instances the question was raised by Mr. Randall himself, 
and the prerogative now in question exercised at his instance. 


It seems to be a fact that the law in all such matters is silent; and it seems to be equally 
clear that by implication the law reposes the power of dismissal where ever it reposes the power 
of appointment. 


I am not anxious at all to extend the functions of the Bureau in the matter of dismissals 
and appointments, as action cannot be taken intelligently by the Director as to the merits or 
demerits of most cases. In one or two cases, however, since entering upon the duties of this 
office, I have found the good of the service required the exercise of discretion in the case of 
removals proposed, no question at the time having been raised as to authority in the matter. 
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In urging any objection which seems to be strong in the case of yourself personally, or in 
the case of your mint, I beg you will consider that the other institutions have to be provided for, 
small as well as large. 


I consider the whole question open until I have had an opportunity to discuss it further 
with you and with others. 


Very respectfully, 
Jas. P. Kimball 
Director of the Mint. 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Superintendent U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 


